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REVIEW  AND  VOTING  RECORD  OF  THE  88th  CONGRESS:  1963-1964 


I  This  Newsletter  attempts  to  summarize  major  Congres¬ 
sional  debates  and  votes  of  the  last  two  years.  The 
summarization  centers  on  issues  of  concern  to  FCNL 
readers.  Since  Congress  was  still  in  session  when  the 
Newsletter  went  to  press,  final  information  is  not  avail¬ 
able  on  some  items. 

The  tally  of  roll-call  votes  is  included  as  one  tool  for 
evaluating  your  own  Senators  and  Representative.  In 
using  this  tool  it  is  well  to  remember  that  some  very 
important  issues,  especially  in  the  House,  are  decided 
by  voice,  standing  or  teller  votes,  which  are  not  re¬ 
corded.  Then  too,  a  man’s  recorded  vote  may  be  in¬ 
fluenced  by  a  variety  of  factors — such  as  conflicting 
issues  within  the  same  bill,  party  loyalty,  or  sectional 
interests. 

REDUCTION  OF  TENSIONS 

I'EST  B.\N  TREATY.  The  first  anniversary  of  the  sign¬ 
ing  of  the  nuclear  test  ban  treaty  was  commemorated 
.August  5,  in  a  joint  statement  by  the  United  States,  the 
Soviet  Union,  and  Britain,  which  concluded;  “We  de¬ 
clare  our  intention  to  do  everything  possible  ...  to 

I  strengthen  general  peace.  .  .  .” 

In  a  separate  statement  President  Johnson  called  the 
treaty  a  “legacy  of  hope”  which  “has  left  our  air 
cleaner  .  .  .  and  (benefited)  .  .  .  every  family  every¬ 
where,  since  all  radiation  .  .  .  involves  some  possi¬ 
bility  of  biological  risk.”  The  treaty  bans  nuclear 
weapons  tests  in  the  atmosphere,  under  water  and  in 
outer  space,  but  does  not  prohibit  underground  tests 
as  long  as  the  radioactive  debris  does  not  escape  be¬ 
yond  national  boundaries. 

In  1963  the  U.S.  Senate  devoted  six  weeks  of  intensive 
hearings  and  debate  to  the  treaty  before  consenting 
to  its  ratification,  on  September  24.  The  vote  was  80 
to  19  (See  Senate  vote  1),  or  14  more  than  the  two- 
I  thirds  majority  needed  for  passage.  Restrictive  amend¬ 
ments  offered  by  Sens.  Goidwater,  Ariz.;  Tower,  Tex.; 

!  and  Long,  La.  were  defeated.  Senators  who  voted 
j  against  ratification  were  motivated  in  large  part  by 
fears  that  the  Treaty  might  inhibit  efforts  to  develop 
a  more  perfect  military  defense  and  erode  U.S.  nuclear 

I  superiority. 

Most  of  the  103  countries  that  have  signed  the  Treaty 
*1  are  hoping  that  it  is  only  the  first  in  a  long  series  of 


agreements.  Other  small  steps  taken  in  the  last  year 
include  the  UN  Resolution  Banning  Weapons  of  Mass 
Destruction  in  Outer  Space  and  the  cutback  in  pro¬ 
duction  of  nuclear  weapons  material  by  the  United 
States  and  Russia. 

IVaoekeeping.  After  more  than  a  year’s  delay,  the 
House  has  finally  agreed  to  a  Senate-passed  bill  au¬ 
thorizing  U.S.  contributions  to  the  International  Com¬ 
mission  for  Supervision  and  Control  in  Laos.  When 
the  Commission  was  given  the  responsibility  of  super¬ 
vising  the  Laotian  cease  fire  in  1962,  the  United  States 
agreed  to  pay  17.6%  of  its  budget,  or  about  $655,000 
a  year.  The  Commission  is  not  a  perfect  instrument, 
but  in  the  words  of  Rep.  William  Broomfield,  Mich.,  it 
has  “taken  significant  steps  ...  to  help  stabilize  the 
political-military  situation.”  (See  House  vote  1.) 

Congress  showed  less  hesitanev  in  approving  the  Presi¬ 
dent’s  resolution  authorizing  the  “use  of  armed  force,” 
if  necessary,  to  assist  any  member  of  the  Southeast 
Asia  Collective  Defense  Treaty.  The  resolution  passed 
the  Senate  this  year  by  a  roll-call  vote  of  88-2  and  the 
House  by  a  414-0  vote.  The  only  “no”  votes  were  cast 
by  Sens.  Wayne  Morse,  Oreg.;  and  Ernest  Gruening, 
Alaska,  although  a  number  of  Senators  and  Congress¬ 
men  expressed  alarm  over  U.S.  involvement  in  a  war 
in  South  Vietnam. 

I  N  Affairs.  There  were  no  major  roll-call  votes  on 
United  Nations  affairs  over  the  two-year  period  al¬ 
though  there  was  continuous  pressure  for  a  cutback 
in  U.S.  contributions.  In  196.3  the  House  barely  de¬ 
feated  amendments  to  ( 1  )  limit  contributions  to  UN 
relief  and  development  programs  to  1  3  of  their  budg¬ 
ets  and  (2)  cut  contributions  to  the  regular  UN  budget 
to  offset  UN  indebtedness  for  U.S.  supplies  and  ser\’- 
ices  to  the  Congo  operation.  The  first  amendment  was 
offered  by  Rep.  Durward  G.  Hall.  Mo.;  the  second  by 
Rep.  Glenard  P.  Lipscomb.  Calif.  The  same  year  Reps. 
Silvio  O.  Conte,  Mass.;  and  Donald  Fraser,  Minn.,  led 
an  unsuccessful  floor  fight  to  restore  some  UN  funds 
striken  by  the  House  .Appropriations  Committee. 

The  Senate  has  taken  no  action  on  proposed  ratifica¬ 
tion  of  four  UN  conventions  covering  political  rights 
of  women,  abolition  of  slavery,  forced  labor  and  geno¬ 
cide.  A  number  of  UN  bills  will  probably  die  in  Com¬ 
mittee  including  proposals  to  provide  a  tax  credit  for 
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individual  contributions  to  the  UN  (by  Reps.  Green, 
Oreg.;  Lindsay.  N.Y.;  and  Ullrnan,  Oreg. )  and  to  issue 
UN  Peace  Bonds  for  sale  to  individual  Americans  (by 
Sen.  Joseph  Clark,  Pa.,  and  6  others.) 

AC.DA.  In  1963  the  Administration  asked  Congress  to 
make  the  Arms  Control  and  Disarmament  Agency 
(ACl)A)  a  permanent  branch  of  the  U.S.  Government 
and  abolish  the  cumulative  ceiling  on  ACDA  expendi¬ 
tures.  Congress  rejected  the  Administration’s  request. 
It  set  a  new  ceiling  of  $20  million  on  ACDA  authoriza¬ 
tions  over  the  next  two  years,  and  appropriated  only 
$7.5  million  for  fiscal  1964  or  half  the  amount  re¬ 
quested.  Some  members  wanted  to  do  even  less.  ( See 
votes  6,  Senate  [S.]  and  House  [H.].) 

Ibis  year  the  administration  asked  for  an  appropria¬ 
tion  of  $11  million.  The  House  was  agreeable,  but 
later  accepted  a  Senate  recommendation  that  the 
budget  he  cut  to  $9  million.  No  debate  took  place,  no 
questions  were  raised  and  no  reasons  were  given  by 
the  Senate  as  to  why  the  Administration’s  full  request 
should  not  he  granted.  During  House  debate.  Rep. 
James  G.  Fulton.  Pa.,  asked  "How  much  overkill  do 
we  need  in  this  country:  Ten.  15.  20  times,  and  we 
do  not  feel  secure  ...  1  think  we  need  a  better  balance 
in  work  for  disarmament  and  arms  control  with  ade¬ 
quate  inspection.” 

Rep.  Barratt  O'Hara.  111.,  said.  "I  always  wonder  when 
some  colleague  .  .  .  votes  for  $47  billion  for  war  and 
then  quarrels  with  himself  when  the  vote  is  on  $11 
million  to  search  for  the  path  to  peace.  Why  should 
the  lure  to  bring  on  the  destruction  of  all  mankind 
he  of  such  irresistible  force.  .  .  ?” 


THE  ViORLI)  FAMILY 

K<-ononiir  .Ai<l.  There  is  seemingly  less  and  less  Con¬ 
gressional  support  for  a  humanitarian  aid  program 
dedicated  to  combating  disease,  hunger  and  despair 
wherever  they  might  occur.  The  Peace  Corps  still 
arouses  enthusiasm.  (See  H.  vote  4)  hut  most  assist¬ 
ance  programs  are  justified  as  a  way  of  offsetting 
Communism.  The  fact  that  the  military  aid  program 
is  included  in  the  omnibus  foreign  aid  bill  increases 
the  cold  war  connotations. 

Last  year.  Congress  cut  the  President's  request  for  $2.3 
billion  for  bilateral  and  multilateral  development  and 
relief  programs  by  33 .  This  year's  requests  have 
fared  somewhat  better  to  date,  largely  because  the 
President  brought  in  a  “barehones.”  “bikini-sized”  re¬ 
quest  totaling  $1.8  billion  (  see  H.  vote  2). 

.Any  element  of  "sacrifice”  in  the  aid  program  has  been 
steadily  reduced  by  continued  congressional  pressure 
— first  for  fewer  grants  and  more  loans  and  now  for 
higher  interest  rates  on  development  loans  for  the 
emerging  countries  of  .Africa.  Asia  and  South  America. 
Last  year  Congress  raised  the  minimum  rate  from  3  4 
of  Kr  to  :  this  year  the  Senate  has  recommended 
another  I  rsTf  increase  and  a  reduction  in  the  repay¬ 
ment  period  from  40  to  25  years.  ( See  S.  vote  2.  j 
In  the  debate  there  was  little  discussion  of  the  addi¬ 
tional  burden  such  rates  would  impose  upon  develop¬ 
ing  nations,  where  in  the  words  of  President  Johnson 
hundreds  of  millions  of  people  struggle  to  exist  on 
incomes  of  little  more  than  a  dollar  a  week.” 


Many  congressmen  who  have  supported  multilateral 
aid  programs  in  the  past  as  more  efficient  than  bi¬ 
lateral  programs  are  now  objecting  to  putting  dollars 
into  activities  which  are  not  subject  to  U.S.  political 
and  fiscal  restrictions.  This  was  a  major  issue  in  the 
1963-64  debates  on  increasing  U.S.  contributions  to 
two  organizations  that  make  long-term  loans  to  de¬ 
veloping  nations — the  Inter-American  Development 
Bank  and  the  International  Development  Association 
(IDA).  The  House  initially  rejected  the  request  for 
funds  for  IDA  by  a  208-189  vote,  but  later  reversed 
itself  as  a  result  of  pressures  from  the  public  and  the 
administration.  (See  vote  3,  S.  and  H.) 

Included  among  the  Congressmen  who  have  tried  to 
rally  support  for  the  economic  aid  programs  are  Reps. 
Morgan,  Pa.;  Hays,  Ohio;  Fraser,  Minn.;  Conte,  Mass.; 
Barry,  N.Y.;  Mahon,  Tex.,  and  Sens.  Fulbright,  Ark., 
and  Humphrey.  Minn.  "If  our  aid  program  is  to  be 
true  to  its  own  objective,”  says  Senator  Fulbright,  "it 
must  be  part  of  an  overall  strategy  aimed  at  both  the 
development  of  the  poor  nations  and  the  relaxation  of 
the  cold  war.” 

Food  for  IVarr.  When  P.L.  480,  the  Agricultural  Trade 
Development  and  Assistance  Act,  was  up  for  extension 
this  year,  the  Senate  Agriculture  Committee,  chaired 
by  Sen.  Allen  Ellendcr,  La.,  approved  only  a  two-year 
extension — the  Administration  had  asked  for  five — 
and  added  a  number  of  amendments  which  would 
limit  the  program.  These  amendments  would:  (1) 
increase  interest  rates  on  credit  sales  of  food  and  fiber 
to  developing  nations,  (2)  require  purchasers  to  pay 
shipping  charges  in  scarce  convertible  currencies,  (3) 
make  it  more  difficult  to  use  foreign  currencies  which 
have  accumulated  under  the  Act.  In  criticism  of  this 
last  change.  Sen.  Humphrey  said;  These  funds  “could 
be  put  to  use  as  grants  in  countries  literally  fighting 
for  their  lives.  They  could  be  put  to  use  in  education, 
health,  research,  translation  of  scientific  documents 
and  a  host  of  other  activities.” 

Senator  George  McGovern,  S.  Dak.,  told  his  colleagues: 
"If  you  really  believe  that  food  for  peace  is  nothing 
more  nor  less  than  just  another  hard-boiled  commer¬ 
cial  transaction,  with  profit  the  only  consideration, 
then  you  can  be  reasonably  satisfied  with  the  changes 
which  have  been  made  in  the  Senate  bill.  That  is  not 
my  view  of  food  for  peace.”  The  bill  passed  the  Senate 
by  a  voice  vote,  with  only  a  few  Senators  on  the  floor. 
A  more  liberal  bill  will  be  considered  by  the  House  in 
the  near  future. 

Food  for  the  GoinmuniHts.  Trade  with  Communist  na¬ 
tions  was  a  major  subject  of  controversy  in  the  88th 
Congress.  President  Kennedy’s  decision  to  let  private 
traders  sell  surplus  wheat  to  Russia  produced  one  of 
the  most  bitter  and  protracted  debates  of  the  1963 
session.  Opponents  of  East-West  trade  tried  to  block 
the  sales  by  prohibiting  the  Eederal  Export  Import 
Bank  from  guaranteeing  payment,  as  it  normally  guar¬ 
antees  payment  on  large-scale  transactions  with  non- 
Communist  nations.  This  effort  was  led  by  Sens. 
Mundt,  S.Dak.;  Robertson,  A^a.;  and  Reps.  Jensen,  Iowa; 
and  Findley,  Ill.  A  compromise  was  finally  worked  out 
under  which  the  President  was  given  discretionary 
power  to  guarantee  sales  which  are  "in  the  national 
interest.”  An  absolute  prohibition  was  offered  again 
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cut  back  deficit  spending  and  was  supported  in  large 
part  by  Republicans.  (See  H.  vote  7.) 

Manpower.  Congressional  reluctance  to  phase  out 
military  programs  has  been  demonstrated  in  several 
areas.  .June  23,  1964,  the  House  approved  a  bill,  over 
Administration  opposition,  which  would  require  the 
Department  of  Defense  to  extend  the  junior  ROTC 
program  to  more  secondary  schools  and  continue  the 
four-year  program  in  U.S.  colleges.  The  Department 
of  Defense  had  wanted  to  ( 1 )  end  the  junior  program 
because  it  serves  no  “direct  military  requirement”  and 
(2)  channel  senior  ROTC  candidates  into  a  new  two- 
year  voluntary  program  to  save  on  classrooms  and  per¬ 
sonnel.  The  Congressional  changes  will  cost  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  some  $31  to  $50  millions  a  year.  They  were 
pushed  by  Reps.  Edward  Hebert,  La.  and  William 
Bray,  Ind.  and  approved  without  a  roll  call  vote.  A 
similar  bill  is  pending  before  the  Senate. 


this  year  by  Sen.  Towers.  It  was  rejected.  (See  S. 
vote  4. ) 

On  the  House  side,  opponents  of  expanded  trade  tried 
to  prohibit  sales  this  year  by  denying  regular  export 
subsidies  to  traders  shipping  agricultural  commodities 
to  Communist  nations.  This  was  rejected.  (See  H. 
vote  5. ) 

Trade  with  Roland  and  ViigOHlavia.  Last  year  Congress 
very  reluctantly  agreed  to  let  Polish  and  Yugoslavian 
goods  enter  the  country  under  the  same  tariffs  as  are 
applied  to  the  so-called  Western  World.  The  United 
States  generally  charges  higher  duties  on  shipments 
from  Communist  areas.  ( See  S.  vote  5. ) 


MILITARY  POLICY 

Ci>sts.  The  Department  of  Defense  budget  which  has 
spiralled  steadily  upward  since  fiscal  1960,  was  held 
to  $46.8  billion  this  year,  or  $1.5  billion  below  the 
1963  appropriation.  An  additional  $5.2  billion  was 
appropriated  for  military  construction,  overseas  mili¬ 
tary  aid  and  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

The  cutback  resulted  in  part  from  the  President’s  con¬ 
viction  that  the  United  States  already  has  more  than 
enough  firepower.  According  to  the  President:  “We 
have  now  more  than  1,000  fully  armed  ICBM  and 
Polaris  missiles.  .  .  .  The  Soviet  Union  has  far  fewer. 

.  .  .  We  have  more  than  1,000  strategic  bombers.  .  .  . 
The  Soviet  Union  .  .  .  could,  with  difficulty,  send  less 
than  one-third  of  this  number  over  .  .  .  the  United 
States.  Against  such  force,  the  combined  destructive 
power  of  every  battle  ever  fought  by  man  is  like  a  fire¬ 
cracker  thrown  against  the  sun.” 

■Although  Congress  made  a  few  cuts  in  the  Defense 
budget  in  1963  and  1964,  most  Congressmen  continue 
to  accept  the  military  requests  with  “splendid  indiffer¬ 
ence”  to  their  “size  and  content,”  to  quote  Sen.  Eul- 
bright.  The  fiscal  1965  appropriations  were  approved 
365-0  in  the  House,  76-0  in  the  Senate. 

Last  year.  Sen.  McGovern’s  attempt  to  reduce  the  budget 
request  by  $2.3  billions  won  the  support  of  only  three 
other  Senators — Randolph,  W.  Va.;  Morse,  Oreg.;  and 
Nelson,  Wis.  This  year’s  effort  was  more  successful, 
with  six  Senators  supporting  Sen.  McGovern’s  call  for 
a  $1.8  billion  reduction;  and  eleven  Senators  support¬ 
ing  a  $950  million  cut  proposed  by  Sen.  Nelson.  (See 
S.  vote  7.) 

During  debate,  Senator  Nelson  concentrated  on  the 
need  to  eliminate  waste  in  the  military  establishment. 
Senator  McGovern  stressed  that  the  United  States  is 
‘weakening”  our  society  by  “lavishing  too  high  a  per¬ 
centage  of  our  taxes,  our  resources,  and  our  talents 
on  an  already  overstocked  arsenal.”  He  noted  further 
that  "Mhe  847  liillioii  uriiiH  uppropriution  hill  now  pond* 
ing  before*  us  would  have  fiiiuiieed  the  entire  eost  of 
the  I’.S.  Geiverninent  for  the  eonihined  years  from  1933 
to  1940.” 

There  was  less  debate  on  the  House  side.  A  1963 
effort  to  reduce  military  research  and  procurement  by 
some  $636  million  was  not  repeated  in  1964.  It  was 
initiated  by  Rep.  Thomas  Curtis,  Mo.,  in  an  attempt  to 


In  1963  Congress  extended  the  induction  provisions  of 
the  draft  for  another  four  years  with  almost  no  debate. 
In  the  House  only  Reps.  Abele,  Ohio;  Brown,  Calif.; 
and  Gross,  Iowa  voted  against  extension.  There  w'as 
no  roll  call  in  the  Senate,  hut  Senator  Morse  recorded 
his  opposition.  A  few  questions  were  raised  in  the 
House  by  Reps.  Lindsay,  N.Y.;  Curtis,  Mo.;  Pucinski, 
III.;  Kastenmeier,  Wis.;  Alger,  Tex.;  Reuss,  Wis.; 
Rhodes,  Pa.;  Ryan,  N.Y.;  and  Rosenthal,  N.Y. 

This  year  Congress  showed  some  interest  in  proposals 
to  study  the  draft — which  were  introduced  by  26  mem¬ 
bers  of  Congress,  led  by  Senator  Kenneth  Keating,  N.Y. 
and  Rep.  Curtis,  Mo.  But  Sens.  Nelson  and  McGovern’s 
bill  directing  the  Secretary  of  Defense  to  submit  recom¬ 
mendations  for  a  voluntary  system  of  recruitment  to 
replace  the  draft,  will  probably  die  in  committee. 

The  Multilateral  Nuelear  Foree.  Concern  is  beginning 
to  be  expressed  in  Congress  over  the  Administration’s 
insistence  upon  creating  a  multilateral  nuclear  force 
(MLF)  under  NATO.  After  the  Administration  laid 
before  Congress  on  .June  30,  1964  an  agreement  to 
expand  the  transfer  of  nuclear  weapons  information  to 
NATO,  five  Congressmen  led  by  Rep.  Kastenmeier  in¬ 
troduced  resolutions  of  disapproval  on  the  grounds  that 
the  agreement  might  contribute  to  creation  of  the  MLF 
or  of  independent  nuclear  capabilities.  The  other 
Congressmen  were:  Reps.  Brown.  Calif.;  Ryan,  N.Y.; 
Rosenthal,  N.Y.;  and  Burton,  Calif.  Others  who  have 
called  for  a  full  debate  on  the  MLF  include  Sens. 
Church,  Idaho;  Clark,  Pa.;  and  Rep.  Halpern,  N.Y. 

Civil  Defense.  Administration  efi'orts  to  gain  support 
for  a  $7  billion  fallout  shelter  system  were  blocked  this 
year  by  a  special  Senate  Subcommittee.  The  Subcom¬ 
mittee  shelved  a  House-passed  hill  which  w'ould  have 
required  shelters  in  most  Federal  buildings  and  pro¬ 
vided  subsidies  for  shelters  in  non-profit  institutions. 
Before  passing  the  bill,  the  House  rejected  an  attempt 
by  Rep.  Fd  Foreman,  Tex.,  to  eliminate  the  subsidy 
provisions,  by  a  vote  of  50-137,  Sept.  17.  1963.  Among 
those  who  voted  to  strike  the  provisions  were  Reps. 
Brown,  Calif.;  Edwards,  Calif.;  Leggett,  Calif.;  Ryan, 
N.Y.;  Lindsay,  N.Y.;  and  Green,  Oreg. 

In  his  capacity  as  Chairman  of  a  House  Appropriations 
Subcommittee,  Rep.  Albert  Thomas,  Tex.,  continued 
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to  take  the  lead  in  cutting  the  civil  defense  budget. 
Congress  appropriated  only  34%  of  the  Administra¬ 
tion’s  request  in  1963  and  33%  or  $124  million  in 
1964.  Sen.  Stephen  Young,  Ohio,  continued  his  cam¬ 
paign  for  additional  cuts,  but  was  rebuffed.  (See  S. 
vote  8.) 

Civil  defense  officials  are  reportedly  encouraged 
by  the  fact  that  this  year  Congress  finally  agreed  to 
earmark  some  funds  for  fallout  shelters  in  new  Federal 
buildings.  Congress  also  agreed  to  continue  aiding 
local  civil  defense  programs  for  another  four  years. 
According  to  Sen.  Young,  Ohio,  this  matching  program 
merely  increases  the  drain  on  local  resources  “where 
vital  programs  for  schools,  hospitals,  housing  and  other 
services  die  for  lack  of  funds.”  Sens.  Gruening,  Alaska; 
Lausche,  Ohio;  Morse,  Oreg.;  and  Clark,  Pa.  joined 
Sen.  Young  in  opposing  extension  of  the  grants-in-aid 
program. 

Kronoiiiir  Impurt.  In  early  August,  1964,  Congress 
approved  creation  of  a  National  Commission  on  Tech¬ 
nology,  Automation  and  Economic  Progress.  The  Com¬ 
mission  will  assess  the  impact  of  technological  change 
upon  production  and  employment  and  recommend 
measures  to  minimize  dislocations.  Mouse  members 
did  not  seem  to  relate  the  operations  of  the  Commission 
to  the  need  to  convert  to  a  civilian  economy,  but  the 
Senate  did.  Sens.  Nelson,  Wis.,  and  Hart,  Mich., 
expressed  the  hope  that  the  Commission  would  pay 
particular  attention  to  the  problems  of  defense  indus¬ 
tries.  (See  II.  vote  9.) 

The  Commission  may  be  able  to  fulfill  some  of  the 
functions  envisaged  for  the  National  Economic  Con¬ 
version  Commission  in  S.  2274.  This  bill  by  Senator 
McGovern.  13  other  Senators,  and  28  Congressmen 
died  in  Committee  largely  because  the  Administration 
said  it  would  duplicate  existing  efforts. 

Yet  the  need  for  more  detailed  and  widespread  plan¬ 
ning  for  disarmament  became  increasingly  obvious  over 
the  2-year  period,  partly  because  of  Sen.  McGovern’s 
efforts  to  focus  attention  on  the  problem,  and  partly 
because  of  rising  concern  over  the  loss  of  jobs  from 
current  cutbacks.  “We  closed  one  military  installa¬ 
tion,”  said  the  President,  “and  got  100,000  letters  of 
protest.  .  .  .  When  we  cut  the  nuclear  production  (of 
nuclear  weapons  material )  .  .  .  you  have  no  idea  .  .  . 
how  they  tried  to  hold  me  back  ...  I  said,  ‘I  am  not 
going  to  operate  a  WPA  .  .  .  Defense  Department.  Let’s 
put  that  (the  money)  over  in  poverty  .  .  .  where  we 
are  spending  1  %  of  our  budget,  but  let’s  don’t  put  it 
over  here  in  defense  where  we  are  spending  50%  of 
the  budget.’  ” 

One  example  of  Congressional  alarm  over  the  loss  of 
jobs  “at  home”  is  the  intensive  effort  being  made  to 
keep  all  1 1  of  the  Department  of  Navy  shipyards  going 
despite  high  costs  of  operation  and  excessive  shipyard 
capacity.  During  House  debate  Rep.  Emanuel  Celler, 
N.Y.,  told  his  colleagues  that  “over  100  members  of 
the  House”  had  met  in  his  office  and  appointed  a  15- 
man  committee  to  protest  the  action  of  the  Secretary 
of  Defense  in  giving  more  work  to  private  yards.  “After 
we  had  appointed  this  15-man  committee,  word  came 
down  from  the  Brooklyn  Navy  Yard  that  some  400 


men  were  to  be  cast  off  the  rolls  of  employment.  Word  1 
came  down  from  Philadelphia  that  some  250  men  were  * 
to  riffed’  there.  I  with  others  of  the  committee  made 
emphatic  complaint  at  the  White  House  and  thank 
goodness  the  President  erased  those  orders  and  those 
men  were  reinstated.”  ( See  S.  vote  13,  H.  vote  8.  These 
votes  indicate  the  need  for  more  pre-planning  for  mili¬ 
tary  cutbacks.  If  Air  Force  or  Army  installations  had 
been  at  stake,  a  different  groupingof  congressmen  might 
have  supported  the  amendments.) 

The  Moon  Flight.  U.S.  expenditures  for  the  moon  flight 
incurred  increasing  Congressional  criticism  throughout 
the  two-year  period  although  appropriations  for  spaee 
activities  averaged  $5.2  billion  a  year.  Criticism  was 
due  in  part  to  a  growing  belief  that  the  expenditures 
have  less  military  significance  than  originally  assumed  j 
and  in  part  to  concern  that  the  space  race  is  siphoning  | 
off  limited  resources  needed  to  meet  human  needs.  One  1 
of  the  most  articulate  and  constant  critics  is  Sen.  Ful- 
bright,  who  has  repeatedly  expressed  dismay  over  the 
fact  that  space  expenditures  over  the  rest  of  the  deeade 
are  expected  to  average  $4.6  billion  a  year — or  “more 
than  is  budgeted  next  year  for  all  Federal  programs 
of  education,  natural  resource  development,  and  hous¬ 
ing  and  community  development.”  (See  S.  vote  9.) 


HUMAN  RIGHTS  AT  HOME 

(avil  Rights.  The  outstanding  achievement  of  the  1964 
session  was  the  passage  of  the  most  comprehensive 
civil  rights  legislation  since  enactment  of  the  13th, 
14th,  and  15th  Amendments.  The  bill  outlaws  dis¬ 
crimination  in  public  accommodations,  in  employment, 
and  in  administration  of  voting  laws.  It  authorizes  the 
Attorney  General  to  bring  suit  to  desegregate  public 
facilities  such  as  hospitals  and  parks,  and  allows  the 
Office  of  Education  to  give  technical  assistance  to  de¬ 
segregating  school  districts.  It  provides  for  denial  of 
Federal  funds  to  discriminatory  activities  and  sets  up 
a  Community  Relations  Service  to  conciliate  civil  rights 
disputes. 

Praise  for  this  achievement  goes  especially  to  Sens.  1 
Dirksen,  Ill.;  Mansfield,  Mont.;  Kuchel,  Calif.;  Hum-  \ 
phrey,  Minn.;  and  Reps.  Celler,  N.Y.;  McCulloch,  Ohio; 
Lindsay,  N.Y.;  and  Corman,  Calif.  One  of  the  most 
important  votes  on  the  Senate  side  was  the  vote  to  close 
off  the  anti-civil  rights  filibuster  after  74  days  of  debate. 
(See  S.  vote  10.)  Four  Senators  who  opposed  cloture 
later  voted  for  the  bill;  Hayden,  Ariz.;  Bible,  Nev.; 
Young,  N.Dak.;  and  Bennett,  Utah.  Two  of  the  Senators 
who  supported  cloture — Sens.  Bourke  Hickenlooper, 
Iowa,  and  Norris  Cotton,  N.H. — voted  against  passage. 

( See  H.  vote  10.) 

Poverty.  More  attention  was  focused  this  year  on  the 
needs  of  the  35  million  Americans  who  live  beneath 
the  poverty  line.  After  extensive  and  somewhat  parti¬ 
san  debate.  Congress  passed  an  Administration  bill 
which  ( 1 )  sets  up  educational,  vocational  and  work 
programs  for  young  people,  (2)  provides  technical  aid 
and  grants  for  community  projects  to  combat  poverty, 

(3)  provides  aid  for  the  rural  poor  and  migratory 
laborers,  and  (4)  allows  concerned  citizens  to  join  a  f 

(Continued  on  page  8) 
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Some  Key  Votes  in  the  Senate  in  the  88th  Congress:  1963-1964* 


1.  Ratification  of  Test  Ban  Treaty,  80-19,  Sept.  24,  1963.  (See 
text.  p.  1.) 

2.  Amendment  by  Sens.  Mundt,  S.  D.;  Morse,  Oreg.;  Lausche, 
Ohio:  and  Dominick,  Colo.,  to  raise  the  minimum  interest  rate 
on  development  loans  from  2%  to  as  high  as  3-5/87c.  The  amend¬ 
ment  would  also  reduce  the  repayment  period  from  40  to  25 
years.  These  development  loans  are  put  to  many  uses,  includ¬ 
ing  the  construction  of  roads,  schools,  and  self-help  housing. 
Amendment  accepted,  50-38,  Aug.  11,  1964.  (See  p.  2.) 

3.  Passage  of  bill  to  allow  the  United  States  to  contribute  $312 
million  to  the  proposed  $750  million  increase  in  the  resources 
of  the  International  Development  Association,  Passed  38-31, 
January  20,  1964.  (See  p.  2.| 

4.  Amendment  by  Sen.  John  G.  Tower,  Tex.,  to  restrict  sales  of 
foods  and  fibers  to  Communist  countries  by  prohibiting  the 
Export-Import  Bank  from  guaranteeing  payment  on  credit 
sales  to  Communist  countries.  Rejected  36-53,  March  6,  1964. 
(See  p.  3.) 

5.  Efforts  by  Sen.  Lausche,  Ohio;  Hartke,  Ind.;  and  Dominick, 
Colo,  to  prevent  the  President  from  allowing  Polish  and  Yugo¬ 
slavian  goods  to  enter  the  U.  S.  under  the  same  tariffs  as  are 
applied  to  the  so-called  Western  powers.  The  U.  S.  generally 
charges  higher  duties  on  imports  from  Communist  nations. 
Rejected  14-55,  November  8,  1963.  (See  p.  3.) 

6.  Passage  of  bill  to  allow  the  Arms  Control  and  Disarmament 
Agency  to  spend  up  to  $20  million  in  fiscal  years  1964-65. 
Approved,  .59-14,  June  17,  1963.  (See  p.  2.) 


7.  Amendment  by  Sen.  Gaylord  Nelson.  Wis.,  to  reduce  the  $46.8 
billion  Defense  Department  budget  by  2  percent.  Rejected  1 1-62 
July  29,  1964.  (See  p.  3.) 

8.  Amendment  by  Sen.  Stephen  Young.  Ohio,  to  strike  all  funds 
for  stocking  fallout  shelters  from  the  fiscal  1964  civil  defense 
budget.  The  Administration  had  asked  for  $46.9  million  for 
stocking  purposes.  Amendment  rejected  28-48,  November  20, 

1963.  (See  p.  4.1 

9.  Effort  by  Sen.  J.  W.  Fulbright,  Ark.,  to  cut  some  $267.8  million 
from  the  $5.2  billion  space  budget  for  fiscal  1965.  The  Senator 
said  some  of  the  funds  should  be  allocated  to  “pressing”  human 
needs.  Rejected  38-42,  June  24.  1964.  (See  p.  4.| 

10.  Civil  Rights  Act  of  1964,  cloture  invoked  to  end  southern  fili¬ 
buster  71-29.  June  10,  1964.  (See  p.  4.) 

11.  Passage  of  $947.5  million  Anti-Poverty  bill,  61-34,  July  23, 

1964.  (See  p.  8.) 

12.  Mexican  farm  labor.  Amendment  by  Sen.  Eugene  McCarthy, 
Minn.,  requiring  farmers  wishing  to  employ  Mexican  “braceros" 
to  first  offer  U.  S.  farm  laborers  equivalent  benefits,  such  as 
the  transportation,  housing,  work  period  guarantees  and  occu¬ 
pational  insurance  provid^  Mexican  workers  under  P.L.  78. 
Accepted  44-43,  August  15,  1963.  (See  p.  8.) 

13.  Effort  by  Sen.  Keating,  N.Y.;  Javits,  N.Y.;  McIntyre,  N.H.; 
Fong,  Hawaii;  Thurmond,  S.C.;  Cotton,  N.H.;  Scott,  Pa.;  and 
Inouye,  Hawaii  to  r^uire  that  50  percent  of  new  Federal  ship 
construction  be  assigned  to  U.  S.  Navy  shipyards.  Rejected 
14-58,  July  29,  1964.  (See  p.  4.) 


VOTES 

Senators  by  State  1  23456789  10 11  121^ 

ALABAMA 

Hill  (D)  YNYNNYNNNNNNN 

Sparkman  (D)  YNY7NYNNNNNNN 

ALASKA 

Bartlett  (P)  YNYNNYNNYYYYN 

Gruening  (D)  YYNNNYYYYYYYN 

ARIZONA 

Hayden  (D)  YNY?NYN'’NNYNN 

Goldwater  (R)  N’N’YNN’?NNN’ 

ARKANSAS 

Fulbright  (D)  YNY?NYN’YNYNN 

McClellan  (D)  NYNYNYNY?NNNN 

CALIFORNIA 

Salinger  (D)  N  Y 

Kuchel  (R)  YYY?NYNNNYYNN 

COLORADO 

Allott  (R)  YYNYNNNNNYNNN 

Dominick  (R)  YYNYYNNNYYNNN 

CONNECTICUT 

Dodd  (D)  YYYYYYNNNYYYN 

Ribicoff  (D)  YNYNNYNNNYYYN 

DELAWARE 

Boggs  (R)  YYYYNYNYYYNYN 

Willioms  (R)  YYNYYYNYYYNNN 

FLORIDA 

Holland  (D)  YNNYNYNNNNNNN 

Smathers  (D)  YNNNNYNYNNYNN 

GEORGIA 

Russell  (D)  NYNY?NN'’NNNNN 

Talmadge  (D)  NYNNNNNY’NYNN 

HAWAII 

Inouye  (D)  YNYNNYNNNYYYY 

Fong  (R)  YYYYNYNNYYYYY 

IDAHO 

Church  (D)  YNYNNYYYYYYYN 

Jordan  (R)  NYNYNNNYYYNNN 

ILLINOIS 

Douglas  (D)  YNYNNYYYYYYYN 

Dirksen  (R)  YYNYNYNNYYNNN 

INDIANA 

Bayh  (D)  YNYNNYNN’YYYN 

Hartke  (D)  YNYNYYN’NYYYN 

IOWA 

Hickenlooper  (R)  YNNYNY?YYYN79 
Miller  (R)  YNNYNYNYYYNNN 

KANSAS 

Carlson  (R)  YYYNNYNYNYNNN 

Pearson  (R)  YYYYYYNYYYNN’ 

KENTUCKY 

Cooper  (R)  YNYYNYN’YYYNY 

Morton  (R)  YNYYNYNNYYNNY 


VOTES 

1  2  3  4  5  6  7  8  9  10  11 12 13 

LOUISIANA 

E  Mender  (D)  YYNNNNNNNNNNN 

Long  (D)  NNNNNYNNNNYNN 

MAINE 

Muskie  (D)  YNYNNYNNNYYYY 

Smith  (R)  NYYYYYNNNYYYY 

MARYLAND 

Brewster  (D)  YNYNNYNNNYYYN 

Beall  (R)  YYNYYYNNNYNYN 

MASSACHUSETTS 

Kennedy  (D)  Y?YNNYNNNYYYN 

Saltonstall  (R)  YN?NNYNNYYN’N 

MICHIGAN 

Hart  (D)  YNYNNYYNNYYYN 

McNamara  (D)  YNYNNYNNNYYYN 

MINNESOTA 

Humphrey  (D)  YNYNNYNNNYYYN 

McCarthy  (D)  YNYNNYNNNYYYN 

MISSISSIPPI 

Eastland  (D)  NYNNY?NN'?NNNN 

Stennis  (D)  NYNN?NNNNNNNN 

MISSOURI 

Long  (D)  YNYNNYNNNYYYN 

Symington  (D)  YYN'^NYNNNYYYN 

MONTANA 

Mansfield  (D)  YNYNNYNNNYYYN 

Metcalf  (D)  YNYNNYNNNYYYN 

NEBRASKA 

Curtis  (R)  NYNYYNNYYYNNN 

Hruska  (R)  YYNYYNNNYYNNN 

NEVADA 

Bible  (D)  YYNYYYNNNNYYN 

Cannon  (D)  Y’NYNYNNNYYYN 

NEW  HAMPSHIRE 

McIntyre  (D)  YYYNNYNNNYYYY 

Cotton  (R)  YYN’YYNNYYNNY 

NEW  JERSEY 

Williams  (D)  YNYNNYNNYYYYN 

Case  (R)  YYYNNYNNNYYYN 

NEW  MEXICO 

Anderson  (D)  Y?YNNYNNNYYYN 

Mechem  (R)  NYNYYNNYNNNNN 

NEW  YORK 

Javits  (R)  YNYNNYNNYYYYY 

Keating  (R)  YNYNNYNNYYYYY 

NORTH  CAROLINA 

Ervin  (D)  YYNN?NNYNNYNN 

Jordan  (D)  YYNNNYNYNNYNN 


VOTES 

123456789  10  11  1213 

NORTH  DAKOTA 

Burdick  (D)  YYYNNYNNYYYYN 

Young  (R)  YY’NNNNNYNNNN 

OHIO 

Lausche  (D)  NYNYYYNYYYNNN 

Young  (D)  YYNNNYYYYYYYN 

OKLAHOMA 

Edmondson  (D)  YNNYYYNY?YYYN 

Monroney  (D)  YNYNNYNNNYYYN 

OREGON 

Morse  (D)  YYNYNYYYYYYNN 

Neuberger  (D)  YN?NNYYY?YYYN 

PENNSYLVANIA 

Clark  (D)  Y  N  Y  N  N  Y  Y  Y  ?  Y  Y  Y  N 

Scott  (R)  YYYYNYNNYYYYY 

RHODE  ISLAND 

Restore  (D)  YNYNNYNNNYYYN 

Pell  (D)  YNYNNYNNYYYYN 

SOUTH  CAROLINA 

Johnston  (D)  YYNNYYNNYNYYY 

Thurmond  (D)  NYNY-?NNYNNNNY 

SOUTH  DAKOTA 

McGovern  (D)  YNYNNYYYYYYYN 

Mundt  (R)  YYNYYYNYYYNNN 

TENNESSEE 

Gore  (D)  YYNNNYNY?NYYN 

Walters  (D)  Y?NNN  NY?NY  N 

TEXAS 

Yarborough  (D)  YYYNNYNNNYYNN 

Tower  (R)  NYNYYNNYNNNNN 

UTAH 

Moss  (D)  YYYNNYNNNYYYN 

Bennett  (R)  NYNYYNNYYNNNN 

VERMONT 

Aiken  (R)  YYYNNYNNNYYNN 

Proaty  (R)  YYNYNYNNYYYNY 

VIRGINIA 

Byrd  (D)  NYNY9N?YYNNN’ 

Robertson  (D)  NYNYNNNYYNNNN 

WASHINGTON 

Jackson  (D)  Y  Y  Y  N  Y  N  N  N  Y  Y  Y  N 

Magnuson  (D)  YNYNNYNN’YYYN 

WEST  VIRGINIA 

Byrd  (D)  NYNNNYNN’NYNN 

Randolph  (D)  YNYNNYYYYYYYN 

WISCONSIN 

Nelson  (D)  YNYNNYYNYYYYN 

Proxmire  (D)  YYYYNYYNYYYYN 

WYOMING 

McGee  (D)  YNYNNYNNNYYYN 

Simpson  (R)  NYNYYNNYYNNNN 


•The  “yes”  votes  in  the  following  tabulation  include  all  those  on  record  as  favoring  an  action,  whether  they  actually  voted  on  the  floor  or  not. 
The  “no’  votes  include  all  those  on  record  as  opposing  an  action.  (Thus  the  totals  of  any  one  column  may  exceed  the  totals  in  the  text  which  in¬ 
clude  recorded  votes  only.)  A  “?"  designates  those  who  were  absent,  or  whose  position  was  not  known.  A  blank  means  the  seat  is  vacant,  or  was 
occupied  by  a  different  incumbent  at  the  time  of  the  vote. 

Votes  shown  in  bold  indicate  positions  preferred  by  FCNL. 

(D)— Democrats;  (R)— Republicans.  Source  of  votes:  Congressional  Quarterly  Service. 


Some  Key  Votes  in  the  House  in  the  88th  Congress:  1963-1964* 


1.  Passage  of  bill  to  enable  the  United  States  to  pay  its  share  of 
the  operating  expenses  of  the  International  Commission  for 
Super\ision  and  Control  in  Laos.  Approved  268-89,  August  12. 
1964.  (Set*  p.  I.) 

2.  Amendment  by  Rep.  E.  Ross  Adair.  Ind..  to  cut  the  $922  million 
Development  Loan  budget  for  fiscal  196.5  by  approximately 

million  contingency  fund  by  1/3.  Rejected 
193-211.. June  10.  1964.  (Seep.  2.1 

3.  Effort  by  Rep.  Del  ('lawson.  ('alif..  to  kill  the  Administration’s 
mjuest  for  authority  to  contribute  $312  million  to  the  propo.sed 
$7.50  million  increase  in  the  resources  of  the  International  De¬ 
velopment  Association.  Rejected  132-247.  May  13.  1964  (See 
p.  2.1 

4.  Motion  by  Rep.  H.  R.  Gro.ss,  Iowa,  to  reduce  the  Peace  Corps 
authorization  for  fiscal  1965  from  $115  million  to  $96  million— 
or  the  amount  appropriated  in  1963.  Rejected  90-309.  March  4 
1964.  (See  p.  2.) 

5.  Effort  by  Frank  Bow.  Ohio,  to  limit  sales  of  food  and  fiber  to 
Communist  nations  by  denying  regular  export  subsidies  to  ex¬ 
porters  shipping  agricultural  products  to  such  nations.  Re¬ 
jected,  186-18/,  May  20.  1964.  (See  p.  3.) 


Reoresentati  ve 
by  State  &  Di  st. 

ALABAMA 

AL  Atx:rf>,\s  (D) 

AL  E  lliott  (D) 

A L  Grant  ((D) 

AL  Huddleston  (D) 
AL  Jones  (D) 

AL  Rains  (D) 

A  L  Roberts  (ID) 

AL  Selden  ([_)) 
ALASKA 
Ai_  Rivers  (D) 
ARIZONA 

3  Senner  (D) 

:■  ydall(D)„ 

1  Rnodes  (R) 
ARKANSAS 

1  Gothings  (D) 

A  Harris  ^D) 

2  ‘.‘ills  (ID' 

3  ’’’'■iT'ble  (D) 
CALIFORNIA 

b  EuTton  (D) 

7  Cobelan  (D) 

9  Edwards  (D) 

16  Hagen  (D) 

5A  Hanna  (D' 

2  Johnson  (D) 

A  Leggen  (C 

15  ‘.‘cbaKlD) 

8  ‘.‘iller  (D) 

3  ‘.‘oss  (D) 

33  Snpppcrd  (O' 

It  Si*=k  ,0: 

37  Va"  (DeerUr  (D) 
lA  Bald. %  in  (Rl 
1  Clausen  (R) 

1 0  Gubser  (k) 

6  ‘.‘ailliard  (R) 
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6.  Passage  of  bill  to  allow  the  Arms  Control  and  Disarmament 
Agency  to  spend  up  to  $20  million  over  the  next  2  years.  Ap¬ 
proved  251-134.  November  20.  1963.  (See  p.  2.) 

7.  Effort  by  Rep.  T  homas  Curtis.  Mo.,  to  cut  the  $15.9  billion 
Department  of  Defense  research  and  procurement  budget  for 
fiscal  1964  by  $636  million.  Rejected.  149-258,  March  13,  1963 
(See  p.  3.) 

8.  Effort  to  help  strengthen  the  economic  status  of  the  shaky  Gov¬ 
ernment  owned  Naval  Shipyards  by  prohibiting  the  Secretary 
of  Defen.se  from  allocating  more  than  3.57r  of  the  funds  for  re¬ 
pair.  alteration  and  conversion  of  U.  S.  ves.sels  to  privately 
owned  yards.  Defeated  178-186.  August  4.  1964.  (Seep.  4.) 

9.  Passage  of  bill  to  establish  14-member  Commission  on  Tech¬ 
nology,  Automation  and  Economic  Progress  to  make  recom¬ 
mendations  to  the  President  and  the  Congress.  Passed  261-76 
July  21.  1964.  (See  p.  4.) 

10.  Pas.sageofCivil  Rights  bill.  289-126.  July  2.  1964  (See  p.  4.) 

11.  Passage  of  $947.5  million  Anti-Poverty  bill,  226-185.  August 
8,  1964.  (See  p.  8.) 

12.  Passage  of  a  bill  to  extend  the  Mexican  farm  labor  program 
through  December.  1964.  Pa.s.sed  173-160.  October  31,  1963. 
(See  p.  8.) 
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domestic  peace  corps  (VISTA)  and  serve  as  teachers, 
and  advisers  in  anti-poverty  programs.  (See  vote  11, 
S.  and  H. ) 

Unfortunately  Congress  added  an  amendment,  spon¬ 
sored  by  Rep.  John  Bell  Williams,  Miss.,  to  require 
any  recipient  of  aid  under  the  Act  to  file  an  affidavit 
that  he  “does  not  believe  in,  and  is  not  a  member  of  .  .  . 
any  organization  that  believes  in  .  .  .  the  overthrow  of 
the  United  States  Government  ...  by  any  illegal  .  .  . 
methods.”  In  protesting  this  addition.  Sen.  Jacob 
Javits,  N.Y.  said:  How  “degrading  ...  it  is  to  the 
endemic  poor,  who  have  no  chance  to  argue.  ...  If 
loyalty  oaths  are  to  be  applied,  why  not  have  farmers 
take  loyalty  oaths  because  they  receive  money  from 
the  various  agricultural  aid  programs?  Why  not  apply 
such  a  rcKjuirement  to  manufacturers  who  receive  bene¬ 
fits  from  the  Treasury?”  He  was  joined  in  this  protest 
by  Sens.  George  Aiken,  Vt.  and  Leverett  Saltonstall, 
Mass. 

Treaty  Right;*.  After  months  of  deadlock  the  House 
and  Senate  finally  agreed  in  mid-August  to  authorize 
an  appropriation  of  SI 5  million  for  the  relief  and  re¬ 
habilitation  of  the  Seneca  Indians  whose  land  is  being 
taken  by  Kinzua  Dam.  The  House  had  originally  pro¬ 
posed  a  $20  million  settlement;  the  Senate,  S9  million. 
Unfortunately,  the  Senate  successfully  pressed  for  a 
provision  requiring  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  to  sub¬ 
mit  a  plan  within  3  years  for  termination  of  Federal 
supervision  of  the  Senecas.  If  adopted,  such  a  plan 
could  take  away  the  Federal  tax  exempt  status  of 
Seneca  lands  and  permit  their  sale. 

>Iexicaii  Farm  I.ahor.  The  Mexican  farm  labor  pro¬ 
gram  (P.L.  78),  authorizing  the  Labor  Department  to 
recruit  Mexican  “braceros”  for  seasonal  labor  on  U.S. 
farms,  will  probably  die  at  the  end  of  1964.  Last  year 
Congress  extended  the  law  until  Dec.  31,  1964  to  per¬ 
mit  an  orderly  “phasing  out”  of  the  program.  It  has 
been  criticized  for  depressing  wages  and  working  con¬ 
ditions  of  domestic  farm  workers  whose  incomes 
average  only  $1,054  a  year.  ( See  vote  12,  S.  and  H.) 


Legal  Aid  for  the  Poor.  This  year  Congress  took  a  long 
overdue  step  toward  improving  the  quality  of  justice 
in  the  Federal  courts  by  agreeing  to  provide  Federal 
funds  to  compensate  lawyers  who  defend  indigents 
accused  of  Federal  crimes.  The  legislation  was  pro¬ 
moted  by  Sens.  Hruska,  Neb.;  Ervin,  N.C.;  Keating, 
N.Y.  and  Rep.  Arch  Moore,  W.  Va.  There  were  no 
roll-call  votes. 


OTHER 

In  other  action.  The  88th  Congress;  initiated  a  new 
program  to  aid  the  mentally  ill  and  retarded;  approved 
a  series  of  bills  that  the  Administration  contends  will 
do  more  for  education  than  any  other  legislation  passed 
in  the  last  100  years;  approved  a  $11.5  billion  tax  cut; 
established  a  National  Wilderness  Preservation  Sys¬ 
tem,  expanded  the  Hill-Burton  Hospital  program,  pro¬ 
vided  aid  for  urban  mass  transit  systems,  and  strength¬ 
ened  controls  over  pesticides. 

Congress  has  not  aetetl  yet,  and  probably  won’t  on: 
Proposals  to  eliminate  the  discriminatory  national  ori¬ 
gins  quota  system  from  U.S.  immigration  laws,  require 
Congressmen  to  disclose  outside  sources  of  income, 
spell  out  Federal  responsibility  for  meeting  the  health 
hazards  of  smoking  or  provide  additional  medical  .care 
for  the  aged.  The  Agreement  to  exchange  Consulates 
with  the  Soviet  Union  will  lie  over  until  1965. 


The  Friends  Committee  on  National  Legislation 

inrluclc!*  Fri<*iicis  appuinteH  hy  20  of  the  26  Friends  Yearly 
Meetings  and  10  Friends  organizations  in  the  United  States. 
Expressions  of  views  in  the  FCNL  Washington  ISewsletter 
are  guided  by  the  Statement  of  Policy  prepared  and  ap¬ 
proved  hy  the  Committee.  Seeking  to  follow  the  leadings 
of  the  Spirit,  the  FCNL  speaks  for  itself  and  for  like- 
minded  Friends.  No  organization  ran  speak  oilirially  for 
the  Religious  Society  of  Friends. 

FCNL  WASHINGTON  NEWSLETTER.  Editors;  E.  Raymond 
W  ilson,  Edward  F.  Snyder,  Frances  Neely,  David  Hartsough. 
24-5  Second  St.,  N.E.,  Washington,  D.C.,  20002.  Subscrip¬ 
tion  $.8.00  per  year.  Published  monthly.  Second  class 
postage  paid  at  Washington,  D.(^. 


The  Friends  Committee 
On  Nationai  legisiation 

is  a  cnnimittec  of  Friends  working  with  likeminded  persons 
attempting  to  tran-late  (^tuaker  beliefs  into  political  education 
and  action. 

FCNL  works  particularly  with  Congress  where  national  policy 
is  enacted  into  law.  It  combines  continuous  activity  in 
interviewing  legislators,  with  first  hand  reporting  on  Con¬ 
gressional  developments  to  readers  of  its  W.ASHINGTON 
.NEU  .SLETTER.  and  encourages  letters,  telegrams  and  visits 
to  (Congressmen  when  they  will  he  most  effective. 

I’leax-  enter  mv  suhx  ripl  ion  for  otie  yar  to  the  NN  \SII  I  \  (  iT<  IN 
N  h...  NNashinglon  2.  I).(.  ?•>.((((  to  n'sidents  of  Illinois  ami 

ilr«'ss  tinn  Warn-n  Vveniie.  Hillside.  Illinoisi.  ( '.out  rihiil  ions 
researr  h  work  of  the  (  .ommittee. 


Washington  Newsletter  Service  — 

•  Twelve  issues  of  NEWSLETTER  a  year; 

•  I  pon  reriuest.  FfJ.NL  .AfJTIO.N  bulletins  on  foreign  and 
domestic  legislative  issues; 

•  Directory  of  Congressmen  and  Voting  Record  every 
two-year  session; 

•  L  pon  request,  copies  of  FCNL  testimony  before  Com¬ 
mittees  of  Congress; 

•  Replies  by  letter  to  requests  for  legislative  information; 

•  FCNL  Annual  Report  and  other  special  enclosures 
during  the  year. 

$8.00.  $!..'>()  abroad,  \ddress:  21.")  Second  Stn'et. 
receive  a  Newsletter  on  stale  legislation.  \<l- 
subscription  prict*  sup|Kirl  the  legislation  and 
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